Although it is interesting that the population studied here was at higher risk of unintended pregnancy, we do not feel it represents a nonmetropolitan group. Accurate and speciXc descriptions of the population studied, and the resources available to them, are important. Although the authors do state that the results may not be generalizable, the role of descriptive research is to Xnd information that can be applied to the larger world. Based on the inaccurate nonmetropolitan description, readers may reasonably but inappropriately conclude that the authors have uncovered a phenomenon that may also be true in actual nonmetropolitan communities. Moreover, in describing their population as nonmetropolitan, the authors are losing an opportunity to explore alternative explanations for their Xndings.
We suggest that the community studied should not be represented as nonmetropolitan, unless the authors are able to more completely justify this assertion in a scholarly manner, either with an alternate county-level designation of nonmetropolitan or on a community level, by documentation of exclusion of those persons of Latino origin that resided within the urban portions of this county. 
